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Aug. 27, 1954,

Dear Joshua,

Thanks for your recent note. I'm afraid I don't see that the
added information from Harry Eagle really affects the situation very much.
It's Plumb's desire for a sensational story that led him to decide, unlike
other reporte q)present, to feature Harry's talk; and I think Harry was
right in modestly denying that this story was worth featuring. In conse=~
quence, I think Plumb still bears the responsibility for the features of
the article that we have criticized. Since I am more interested in con-
vinecing the editor of the desirability of avoiding distortion a nd sensa-
tionalism than I am in msking trouble for Plumb, I think jit's fine that
Plumb, when questioned by the editor, will be able to offer in his defense
the fact that Eegle refused the requested interview; I would still like
to call to the editor's ##i## attention the senioy as?ects of this news
story. o et '

I appreciate your suggestion that I feel free to send the letter
in under my own signature, and that is what I shall do if you still want
to stay out of it. I hope you will change your mind, though, both because
most of the letter is really yours, and becasuse it would gain in authority
from the double sighature. Please let me know what you finally decide.

As to the possibility of recasting the letter: I don't have much
inclination to try it since I'm quite satisfied with the present version,
If you want to try it I'd be glad to see whether we could agree on the
changes you propose; bt I'm afraid the history of the writing of the
present version suggests that any attempt to agree on major alterations
would require quite a series of communications between us.

We moved into the new lab two days ago, and are so far without
filing cabinets, etc. -~ quite a mess. DBut I like the general layout very
much,

I hope you# and Zsther are having a good vacation. iegards to Franz
et al.

Sincerely,

<

B;,T‘ ARt



Auguct 28, 1954

Dear Bernle—-

I would lerve &t up to you, Bernie. If you agree that this cualip
recehuitr yp oniiveds y Bty hdhey Aitdinpt, ifvﬂe Qg@‘}(ﬁp kbt %m 1?05
-ty (ool v e B ok B g Fptie-
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ek 4 Fin: pesuntie Mot e Moy 35 0 atenl alRgh according to your o
iights.

It was not my thowrht that Clumb's article could be excused on account
of Harry's reticence. But the letter doess lmply a rather strong criticisnm
of Plumb, Hie atterpt to get an interview is certainly pertinent (everyone
I've asked up here has thought 0}, and to omit any mention of 1t would mean
we were not tslling the whole atory, which in turn would wraken omr position
as Pair commentators. Either the whole tone of the letter .should be changed
in favor of o more detached ncsertion that the story was ilnaccurate, leaving
out any intimations of responsibility. or, if the precent tone 1s kept, we
have 10 sdd ecmething to the efTect thet "Thess errors mignt have been avoided
11 the reporter had been aile to check with tue speaksr. ﬁéﬂlearned that
nr, Bagle wae unwilling or unable tc be interviewsd KfF/fHg/r¥epdrtéy prior to
his talk, ae requested hy the reportoer. This is a duvblous justification for
groee inaccuracy and, in a.y svent, thie facts chould now be correct.y set out.
H¥ Bonceded¥£L, sclencs reporting would be benefitted by lese reticence fram
the sclentists; on the cther hend, tnair confidence is nardly bolstersed hy
a sensational approach to aclenie news.™ I r

R . Yours :siacerelv.



